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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the original filing of January 1 5, 2004. 
are pending and have been considered below. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. On page 2, line 22, the word "is" after the phrase "Other services than the web 
connection" should be "are". 

b. On page 8, line 4, "network" should be plural, i.e. "networks". 

c. On page 10, line 24, "obtains" should be "obtain". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The term "laid open" is not defined and renders a portion of 
the meaning of the claim indefinite 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-5, 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Cowart (Windows 95 The Windows 95 Bible). 

Claim 1,2,3,5 and 7: Cowart discloses a method for mobile access over a peer-to-peer 
network of shared resources and displaying the data in a menu (Page 988, Sharing 
Resources on the Network, Page 1041, Windows 95 and Portable Computing, page 
969, Getting Acquainted with Peer-to-Peer Networking, page 121-125, All About 
Menus). 

Claim 4: Cowart discloses a method as in claim 2 above for making phone numbers and 
other personal information available to second parties over a network (Pages 558, 
Personal Address Book, Page 559, MAPI diagram). 

Claim 9: Cowart discloses a method for mobile access using an IP address over a peer- 
to-peer network of shared resources and displaying the data in a menu (Page 988, 
Sharing Resources on the Network, Page 1041, Windows 95 and Portable Computing, 
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page 969, Getting Acquainted with Peer-to-Peer Networking, page 121-125, All About 
Menus, page 670, Network Configuration, page 671, Figure 18.20) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cowart in view of Park (US 2003/0039241 A1) and Traversat (US 2002/018431 1 Al). 

Claim 6 and 8: Cowart discloses a method for mobile access over a peer-to-peer 
network of shared resources and displaying the data in a menu (Page 988, Sharing 
Resources on the Network, Page 1041, Windows 95 and Portable Computing, page 
969, Getting Acquainted with Peer-to-Peer Networking, page 121-125, All About Menus, 
page 670, Network Configuration, page 671, Figure 18.20) as in claim 5 above, but 
does not disclose connecting using a phone number. Traversat discloses that peers in 
a peer-to-peer network could include cell phones (paragraph 01 18) and Park discloses 
converting a telephone number to an IP address, thereby allowing connection of peer- 
to-peer terminals through a converted telephone number (paragraph 0043). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to convert a telephone number to an IP address to allow connection of peers 
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in a peer-to-peer network. One would have been motivated to convert a telephone 
number to an IP address and connect peers identified by telephone number through a 
peer-to-peer network to allow data sharing. 

9. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Park 
(US 2003/0039241 A1). 

Claim 10: Park discloses a system and method where a DNS server correlates a phone 
number and an IP address. If a phone number/IP address correlation does not exist, 
then the system generates an error (paragraph 0036). Park does not disclose 
connecting the phones if an IP address cannot be found. However, it is obvious that the 
phones could be connected by one phone calling the other directly. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
connect the phones directly by one phone calling the other. One would have been 
motivated to connect the phones directly by one phone calling the other in order make a 
phone call if one phone does not have an IP address. 

10. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cowart in view of Park (US 2003/0039241 A1) and Rosen (US 20020173327 A1). 

Claim 12 and 13: Cowart discloses a system for mobile access over a peer-to-peer 
network of shared resources and displaying the data in a menu (Page 988, Sharing 
Resources on the Network, Page 1041 , Windows 95 and Portable Computing, page 
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969, Getting Acquainted with Peer-to-Peer Networking, page 121-125, All About Menus, 
page 670, Network Configuration, page 671 , Figure 18.20) but does not disclose being 
connected to a (Code Division Multiple Access) CDMA network through a base station, 
a base station controller and a Packet Data Serving Node (PDSN) using an. IP address 
corresponding to a phone number. Rosen discloses peers connected in a peer-to-peer 
network (paragraph 0004) over a CDMA network (paragraph 0024) through a base 
station (paragraph 0033), a base station controller (paragraph 0046) and a PDSN 
(paragraph 0033) and Park discloses correlating an IP address and a phone number 
(paragraph 0043). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to connect peers in a peer-to-peer network using an 
IP address corresponding to a phone number over a CDMA network through a base 
station, a base station controller and a PDSN to transfer data from one peer to another. 
One would have motivated to connect peers through a CDMA network through a PDSN 
using an IP address corresponding to a phone number in order to connect cell phones. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

a. Raman et al. (US 2004/019539 A1) discloses a system for a prepaid billing 
system for wireless data networks. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Heffington whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1696. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (Alternate Fridays off) 
7:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jim Myhre can be reached on (571) 270-1065. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JMH 

1/31/2007 




